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On a BOOK; intituled, 
a larger Work, &c; 


as an Opinion commonly received among 


« the Apoſtles, there reſided ſtill in the Primi- 
* tive Church, through ſeveral ſucceſſive Ages, 
A divine and extraordinary Power of working 
« Miracles, which was frequently and openly ex- 
< erted in Confirmation of the Goſpel “.“ The 
Grounds of this Opinion, he thought it his Duty 


and Succeſſion of Miracles, through all the 


«ſeveral Ages of the Chriſtian Church, from 
e the Time of the Apoſtles, in order to diſcover 


from the Falſe, fo as to be able to give a pro- 
per Reaſon, for admitting the Miracles of ons 


OBSERVATIONS 
An IN TRODUcTORVY Discourst to 


ME Author ſets out with mentioning it 


„ Chriſtians, and above all among thoſe of the 
* Romiſh Communion, that after the Days of 


to inquire into, and to ſhew * the genuine State 


the preciſe Period and Duration of them, and 
« to ſettle ſome Rule of diſcerning the True 


Age and rejecting thoſe of another f.“ 


As > öÜ łr 4M 


* OBSERVATIONS. 


This Inquiry, he tells us, he was particu- bl 
ec larly excited to, by what he had occaſionally * 
& obſerved and heard of the late Growth of fo? ẽ 
6 pery in this Kingdom,“ which he aſcribes to 
two Cauſes: Hirſt, the Uſe which Popifþ 
« Writers make of that Prejudice i in favour of 
« Primitive Antiquity, which prevails even in 
this Proteſtant Country, towards drawing weak 
People into their Cauſe, and ſhewing their 
«* Worſhip to be the beſt, becauſe it is the moſt 
&« conformable to that ancient Pattern.” Secondly, 
„ (and above all) Their confident Atteſtation 
* of Miracles as ſubſiſting ſtill in their Church, 
* and the clear Succeſſion of them, which they 
« deduce through all Hiſtory, from the APE 
4 ftolic Times down to our own $.” 
The Author gives himſelf an Air of ſome Im- 
portance, as qualified © to ſettle a Point which 
e many learned Men among the Proteſtants have 
cc attempted, but with ſo little Succeſs as to leave 
© jt at laſt as uncertain as they found it; none 
of them having been able to adjuſt the exact 
& Limits between true and falſe Miracles, or to 
e ſhew by any ſolid Reaſon, how long after the 
Days of the Apoſtles, the extraordinary Gifts 
* of the holy Spire continued in the Church, or 
in what Age they were actually withdrawn „ 
And truly, if he could have ſettled the Point be- 
tween thoſe Writers, who, admitting on either 
Side that Miracles did continue in the Church 
' after the Days of the Apoſtles, only differed about 
the preciſe Period how long, as, for Inſtance, whe- - A 
ther till the third, fourth, or fifth, Sc. Century; RX 
it, I ſay, he could have ſettled this Point, which 1 
i by his Manner of introducing himſelf one would an 
3 P. 4. 9-4 - —_— 
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OBSERVATIONS. 5 
have ſuppoſed it was his Buſineſs to have ſettled; 
though I ſhould not have thought him the moſt 
uſe full et g eber he might yet have given ſome 

of 


Proof ſuperior Sagacity. But inſtead of 
this, he fairly [avis both Parties in the Lurch, 


and maintains in Oppoſition to both, that chere 


NEVER WERE ANY Miracles in the Church Ar- 
TER the Apoſtles; and this he fays © is not on 
ce true, but UsE l alfo, and even Nzcessany to 
te the Defence of Chriſtianity as it is generally re- 
&« ceived, and ought always to be defended in 
« Proteſtant Churches 
But for my own Part, I confek;, [ cannot ſee, 

that this Queſtion hath any thing to do with 


the Defence either of Chriſtianity at large againſt 


Infidels, or with Chriſtianity, as it is generally 
received in Proteſtant Churches, againſt thoſe of 


the Romiſh Communion, Not the Firft, be- 


cauſe if Miracles after the Days of the Apoſtles 
were not Neceſſary for the Confirmation of 


the Goſpel, certainly they could do no Harm. 


Not the Second; becauſe ſuppoſing it admitted 


that Miracles did not ceaſe with the Apoſtles, 


bur were continued in the Church ſome Time ak- 


ter; it may yet be true (and Proteſtant Writers 
have ſhewn it to be true) that Popery can gain no 
Advantage by ſuch Conceſſion. And therefore, 
when we ſee: this Writer thus needleſy adven- 
turing upon a bold Aſſertion, and ſetting all 
Chriſtian Writers, both ancient and modern, at 
abſolute Defiance ; it gives but too much Cauſe 
for Suſpicion that ſomething, elſe Tay at Bottom, 
to excite him to this Undertaking, belides the 


Growth of Popery in this Kingdom. The Au- 


3 thor ſays, that we have no ſufficient Reaſon to 


* P.-2. 
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6 OBSERVATIONS. 
believe upon the Authority of the Primitive Fa- 
thers, that Miracles were continued to the Church 
after the Days of the Apoſtles. His Meaning is 
not to ſay, that the Primitive Fathers have not 
delivered it as Tab, that Miracles were wrought 
after the Days of the Apoſtles, but to deny 
their Authority ; for he tells us expreſly, that 
the Claim of a miraculous Power [ ſtill ſubſiſt- 
ing in the Church] was univerſally aſſerted and 
dé believed in all Chriſtian Countries, and in all 
Ages of the Church, till the Time of the Re- 
« formation $.* His Quarrel, therefore, is with 
the whole Stream of Chriſtian Writers, from the 
Days of the Apoſtles till the Time of the Refor- 
mation; whom, without any kind of Diſtinction, 
he repreſents as Witneſſes unfit to be depended 
upon in any of the Reports they have given of 
Miracles wrought in their own Times. 
A candid Man would not have offered ſuch a 
Charge as this to the Publick, without producing 
his Evidence at the ſame Time. But for this we 
are to truſt to ſome © LARCER Work, in which 
he will endeavour to evince, by particular Facts 
«and 7 eftimonies, what the general View of the 
Queſtion given [in this Introductory Dif- 
e courſe] and the Reflections naturally ariſing | 
from it, previouſly diſpoſe us to ſuſpect, that 
te the pretended Miracles of the Primitive Church 
c were all mere Fictions *.“ It is this general 
View of the Queſtion, and the Reflections which 
the Author has made upon it that I would now 
examine; to remove ſome Prejudiceswhich other- 
wiſe may, with many, Hredetermine the Cauſe. 
| before 1 it comes to a fair Hearing, e 
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OBSERVATIONS. 7 
He begins his Attack upon the 7hird, fourth, 
and fifth Centuries, upon which he obſerves, that 
in them © the chief Corruptions of Popery were 
« either actually introduced, or the Seeds of them 
< ſo effectually ſown, that they could not fail of 
e producing the Fruits which we now ſee. By 
c theſe Corruptions (he tells us) he means, the 
ce Inſtitution of Monkery, the Worſhip of Re- 
« Jiques, Invocation of Saints, Prayers for the 
« Dead, the ſuperſtitious Uſe of Images, of the 
e Sacraments, of the Sign of the Croſs, and of 
e conſecrated Oil; by the Efficacy of all which 
« Rites, and as a Proof of their divine Origin, 
« perpetual Miracles are affirmed to have been 
„ wrought in theſe very Centuries.”” See p. 
 12—21. Jam not ſatisfied, I confeſs, by the 
Authorities produced, that this Account of the 
fourth Century 1s quite fair, Proteſtant Writers 
do not admit that woRsHiPpinG Religues, or 
Images, or Saints, were Practices known ſo early. 
But as this is not material to my Purpoſe at pre- 
ſent, I ſhall not conteſt it, but ſuppoſe, with the 
Author, that all the Uſages mentioned prevailed 
in the fourth Century. What are we to con- 
_ clude from this? Take the Conſequence as he has 
drawn it himſelf ; “If we admit the Miracles, we 
„ muſt neceſſarily admit the Rites for the Sake 
* of which they were wrought *.” In Support 
of this Concluſion, he cites the Authority of one 
whom he calls © one of the ableſt Writers of the 
Church of Rome,” Knot the Feſuite, who pre- 
tends, that . the Doctrines of Popery, having all 
the Arguments of Credibility (even Miracles 
not excepted) whereby the Apoſtles and our 
5+ blefled Saviour himſelf confirmed their Do- 
* P:.22; | 
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* Etrines, they may therefore challenge to be ac- 
4 cepted and acknowledged as divine Truths.” 
And upon this the Author remarks : Thus far 
« we muſt own the Feſuite argues rightly, that 
4e jf we receive thoſe Arguments of Credibilit 


« f5. e. Miracles] we muſt receive thoſe Doctrines 


« which accompany them as ſo many divine Veri- 
« ties, revealed and atteſted by Almighty God. 
44 80 that if the Authority of a CHryſeſtom, or a 
: 4 Ferom, or an Auftin can oblige us to believe 
e the Miracles of the fourth Century, they muſt 
« oblige us alſo to «ſpouſe the Rites which thoſe 


Miracles confirmed, and thoſe Fathers * 5 


44 &ifed * .“? 
Jam not diſpoſed to diſpute the Author's ge- 


neral Point, that if we admit the Miracle, we 
muſt accept the Doctrine in Confirmation of which 


the Miracle is wrought ;z which is not true with- 


out Diſtinction. But the Thing to be attended 
to at preſent is, whether it be always neceſſary 
to conſider the Miracles wrought in any Age, as 


_ Confirmations of the concurrent Ufages or Practices 


of that Age. I ſay it is no? always neceſſary, nor is 
it eder proper or reaſonable ſo to conſider them, 
unleſs there be ſome Circumſtance in the Mi- 


racle which ſpecifies the Intention of the Worker, 
and ſhews that it is meant to authorize ſuch Uſage. 
Let us attend to this Caſe as it ſtood in reſpect of 


Cbriſt and his Apoſtles, They came in the Name 


of God to be the Publiſhers of a new Doctrine 


to Mankind, and pleaded the Miracles which 


they wrought as the Evidence of their Miſſion. 
This Plea pointed out the Uſe and Purpoſe of 
| thoſe Miracles; and if you can produce me a 

Monk, c or any other Perſon, who pretended to a 
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OBSERVATIONS. 9 


divine Miſſion, and bore in hand that ſuch an 


Uſage or Practice (not warranted by Scripture) 
either till then not heard of, or received only up- 


on the Authority of Cuſtom, was to be received 
as of divine Appointment, and wrought a Mi- 
racle or Miracles in Confirmation of his Preten- 


fions, I will allow the Caſes to be parallel, and 
our Author will then have ſome berter Pretence 
to ſay, Either accept the Doctrine or reject the 


e Miracle“. But if the Caſe ſhould be that ſome 


Writer has told us, that Miracles were wrought, 
<« not by the Miniſtry of any living and holy 
«© Men, but, by the Reliques of the Dead, or the 


yl of their Lamps or the Sign of the Croſs”? 


(of which kind the Author tells us are „all the 
Miracles atteſted by Chry/oftom”*, *) I think 


that in this Caſe we may admit the Miracles (if 
there is proper Evidence to ſupport them) with- 


out being obliged to admit as divine Verities 


the Invocation of Saints, the Adoration of Reliques 
or Images, or any other ſuperſtitious Cuſtom 


which then prevailed ; becauſe there does not 
P. 28. And of this fort are all the Miracles reported by 


S/. Auſtin. Civ. Dei, Lib. xxii. Cap. 8, which were wrought, 
not by the Miniſtry of living Men extraordinarily appointed, as 


in the Apoſtles Times, but, (to uſe his own Words) “ five 


; g . Sacramenta Chriſti, five per orationes, vel Memorias 


nftorum <us :* i. e. either by the Sacraments, or by Prayer 
or by the Memories of the Saints. With this Account his Cata- 
logue well agrees; and if the Author would have underſtood 
thoſe Paſſages in theſe Fathers (of which there are many) in 
which they confeſs, that the Miraculous Gifts were then efually 
withdrawn, becauſe the Church flood no longer in need of them, as 
they ought to be underfiood, with this Diftin&ion ; he would 
have ſpared his unmannerly Reflection, that they confeſſed this, 
auben they were DISPOSED t0 SPEAK TRUTH p. 36. It might 


be true that Miracles were then wrought by the Sacraments, &c, 


tho? it was not true that any were then wrought by the Minifts y 
of living Men as in (he Apoſtles Days, © . 
by b appear 


10 OBSERVATIONS. 

appear to be any neceſſary Connefion between the 
Mork, and the Worker's Approbation of ſuch 
Practices. If God thinks fit to work a Cure by 
dead Men's Bones, it will not follow that dead 


Men, or their Bones ought to be worſhiped, or 


that God approves ſuch Worſhip, in thoſe who 
receive the Cure. For God may reward the 
Picty of the Perſon who applies to him in Faith 
and Truſt, without being underſtood, as approv- 


ing the Superſtition. The Author tells us indeed 


that „whenever any Sacred Kite or Religious 
« Inftitution becomes the Inſtrument of real Mi- 
© racles, we ought to conſider, that Rite as con- 


 * f6rmed by divine Approbation *.** But for what 


Reaſon does he ſay this? He offers none. It 
may as plauſibly be faid, that if God makes any 
Man the Inſtrument of real Miracles, we ought 


to conſider that Man as approved of God. And 


yet it is certain, if Scripture is to be believed, 


that bad Men bave been made Inſtruments in the 


Hand of God, for very extraordinary Purpoſes. 
But to what Purpoſe then, you will aſk, may 


ſuch Miracles be e to have ſerved, if not 
the particular Cuſtoms and 


to the Confirmation © 
Doctrines of the Age in which they were wrought? 
To this Queſtion Jet the Author himſelf anſwer, 


who gives it as the common Opinion of Chriſtians, 


that they were wrought in Confirmation or THE 


GospEI, and that it was reckoned <* a ſubſidiary 


Proof of the Divinity of the CR ISTIAV Do- 
„ CTRINE {;” that is, as the Truth i is, not of the 
peculiar Def#rines, which prevailed in the Ages 


in which they were wrought (as he afterwards _ 
repreſents it) but, of the common FaiTH, once 


delivered to the Saints: And to confirm this by 
e P. 23. AP. i. 
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OBSERVATIONS. 17 
an Authority, which, with our Proteſtant Au- 
thor, ought to have had more weight than Father 
| Knot's, T will ſubjoin the Determination of one 
of the “* ableſt Writers of his Time, who had 
well conſidered the Caſe, and replies to the ver 
Argument in the followin words. 
The Miracles ſaid to be done in thoſeTimes 
meaning the fourth Century] are urged by the 
** Romaniſts as an invincible Argument of God's 
« approving the Honour that was given to the 
« Saints and their Reliques in that Age of the 
« Church. But I wiſh they would attend to 
,hat St. Auguſtine ſays, who after a pretty 
large Account of Miracles, that were wrought | 
ce in his Time, and ſome too at the Memories of 
« Martyrs, plainly fays, that whether they were 
e wrought by the Miniſtry of Martyrs or Angels 
„(for that he knew not) they were wrought to 
„give Teſtimony to THAT FAITH for which the 
—X «* Martyrs died — The learned Author goes on 
# and oh << There is no Reaſon to ſuppoſe, that 
every Circumſtance of the Devotion of Chri- 
1 ſtians that received miraculous Relief, muſt. 
F „ be atteſted by thoſe Miracles which God 
A _«. wrought in Confirmation of the Truth of 
Chhriſtianity. God has made. Uſe even of wick- 
6. + «ed Men for the working of Miracles; and 1 
Cannot underſtand, why a Miracle may not be 
Y . wrought in Behalf of a Vincere Man, without 
1 approving his Weakneſs, any more than the 
Y others Witkedneſs is an by God's making 
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* Uſe of him to teſtify the Truth. This rea- 
ſoning is farther urged upon the Mention of a 
Story told by Jerom, that Heſychius a holy Man 


. ventured his Life to ſteal the Body of Hilarion 
| _ the What out of the Garden of Gris, why 
: 3 * 9 once Preacher of Grays Inn. 


** he 
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he was buried, to carry it to Paleſtine; and that 
Conſtantia took the Loſs of the Body ſo to heart 
that ſhe died upon it. He ſays farther, that 
even in his Time there were great Miracles done 
in both Places; which raiſed a Contention be- 
tween thoſe of Paleſtine and thoſe of Cyprus, one 
pretending to his Body, the other to his Spirit. 


For the Truth of this Story the learned Author 
does not pretend to vouch (as without doubt all 
Stories of this kind are not to be received in- 
differently) but to the Purpoſe of our preſent 
Argument he makes this Remark upon it. If 
Miracles were done in both Places, I am pretty 


well fatisfied that God did not thereby intend 
* to demonſtrate either the Clearneſs of Heſychius, 
© or the Diſcretion of Conſtantia in this Buſineſs, 


nor approve the violent Paſſion of either of them 


for Reliques. I do not deny but they might 
e both of them be holy Perſons, but it was not 


< for ſuch Things as theſe ; and if this Part of 


„ their Story had been omitted, their Reputa- 


« tion for Sanctity had loſt nothing by it. What 
« was it therefore that God teſtified by theſe Mi- 
c racles? I anſwer, with all Submiſſion, that 

„ he teſtified the Truth of THAT RELIGION in 
** 2which Hilarion died; of that Religfon for 
which the Martyrs died z the moſt holy Reli- 
T gion which was firſt taught by Feſus, then by 
<* the Apoſtles, then by the Primitive Ages of 


«« Chriſtianity after the Apoſtles ; noT of any 
« Sentiments or Practices, which neither the holy 


FJeſus taught nor his Apoſtles, and which the 

« Primitive Church was a Stranger to And if 
e ſhould ſay that they who can be content with 
«© the old Religion, may, and ought to be con- 


tent with the old Miracles, I ſhould fay no 
6 : other r Thing than What I could OY * 
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God is pleaſed to add new Miracles out of his 
«© abundant Goodnels ; I do not doubt but ſuch 
Miracles are a Confirmation of the o Religion, 


« as St. Auſtin tells us thoſe were, which God 
« wrought at the Memories of the Martyrs. But 


« thoſe Miracles did by no Means canonize the 


« }Yeakneſs of any holy Perſon, in the Matter of 
« Martyrs, or Saints, or Reliques, nor the In- 
 «« diſcretion of Heſychius or Conſtantia, nor did 


« they give any Authority at all to ſuch Exam- 
« ples.” See the Collection of Tracts written in 
the Popiſh Controverſy, and lately publiſhed in 


Folio. Vol. II. Tit. vi. p. 202, 203, 204. 


Thin - this Writer, and iß the. Reader b 


there is Senſe in what he ſays, he will perceive 
that the Author's Charge upon the fourth Cen- 
tury ſtands intirely without Support. And yet 
I will go ſo far as to fay, that as that Sort of 
Miracles, where ſome ſuperſtitious Rite or Cuſtom 
_ hath the Relation of an /z/trument, naturally 


ſtand /uſpeed, ſo they will generally be found 


ill ſupported ;, and I believe, with the learned 
Author above cited, that the Noiſe of Mi- 


racles that was ſo loud in this and the next 


Age, is in a great Part to be imputed to the 
Credulity of the Age.“ But this will not con- 


tent ur Author, who ſays, that the pretended 


Miracles of the fourth Contury were not only 
in general, and for the greateſt Part, but in- 
.** Zirely and univerſally, the Effects of Fx Aus 
and IMPosTuRE 3” meaning in the Bishors, 
and CLEROVY, whom he charges but a few Lines 
after, with tampering with falſe Miracles, with 
Lites and ForGtries *. Surely this is an un- 
reaſonable Stretch ! For it, as he gives us to 


P. 30. 
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under- 
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14 OBSERVATIONS. 

underſtand, theſe Miracles were extraordinary 
Effects, ſuppoſcd to be wrought, by the Reliques 
of the Dead, and the Oil of their Lamps, and the 
Sign of the Croſs, and the like; why is it not as eaſy 
to aſcribe the Credit of ſuch Miracles to mere Su- 


perſtition and Credulity, as to Fraud and Impo- 
poſture? Is every Man a Knave or a Cheat, who 
1 55 that there is Vertue in a Charm or an 
Amulet? What has he faid to ſhew, that the Bi- 


ſhops and Clergy had any particular Concern in 


theſe thing but this, that-chey have left it re- 


corded in their Writings, that ſuch Miracles 
were wrought ? And how does he know that 


they did not believe it? 
But let it be ſuppoſed, if you hats; that no 


Credit is due to any of the Miracles of the fourth 
Century, what are we to do with the Ages pre- 
cecding? Why here the Author alters his Argu- 
ment, and not finding, r ſuch Corrup- 
tions in thoſe Ages as ; would be ſufficient to de- 
ſtroy the Credit of the Miracles reported to have 
been wrought in thoſe Ages, he makes Uſe of 
the Corruptions of the fourth Century, and its 
8 to deſtroy the Credit of the Miracles 
rted to have been wrought in every other 
Als both after and before it, up to the very 
Times of the Apoſtles. As to his Obſervations 


upon the Ages below the fourth Century, I have 


nothing to ſay to them; becauſe a Preſumption 
will lye, that if che Miracles of the fourth Cen- 


tury were Forgeries, the Miracles of the Ages 


ſuccetding might probably be ſo too, the ſame 
Corruptions continuing and every Day encreaſing; 
which Preſumption, however, muſt give way to 
plain Evidence on the other Side, ſuch Evi- 


cence ſoould be found 1 1a Jater AR. But it is 
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to conceive how a Preſumption can lye, that if 


the Miracles of the fourth Century were Forge- 
| ries, the Miracles of the third and ſecond were 


ſo. Let us ſee how the Author attempts it. 
„ Fixft; when we reflect on that ſurprizing 
« Confidence and Security, with which the prin- 


* cipal Fathers of this fourth Age have affirmed 
as true what they themſelves had either forged, 


& or what they knew at leaſt to be forged, it is 
< natural ro ſuſpect, that ſo bold a Defiance of 
e of facred Truth could not be acquired, or be- 
« come general at once, but muſt have been 


carried gradually to that Height by Cuſtom 
and the Example of former Times, and a 


long Experience of what the Credulity and 
« Superſtition of the Multitude, would bear *.“ 


It is ſurprizing that this Writer ſhould lay a per- 

emptory Charge againſt the Fathers of the fourth 

Century, in order to ſupport a like Charge againſt 
the Fathers of the Third and the Second, which 
it is plain he does not think fit to truſt to him- 
felf! He ſays here, that “ the principal Fathers 
of the fourth Age, have affirmed as true what 


« they themſelves had either forged, or what they 


© knew at leaſt to be forged.“ So he ſaid once 
before; — © the pretended Miracles of the fourth 


Century, were entirely and univerſally the Ef- 
« fects of Fraud and Impoſture d.“ So he ſays 
again afterwards—they are MERE ForGegr1gst 


And yet at another Time (when he is in a better 
Mood) he ſays of theſe very ſame principal Fa- 


thers, that they might have been deluded fo far 


by other People's Forgeries as to take them 
« for real Miracles 4.“ What does all this ſhew 


leſs than that the Author talks at random, and 
rie, 4 P29. en e., 
5 45 not 
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not as the Truth of Hiſtory directs? He may 
think it the ſame Thing perhaps as to his Ar- 
gument, whether you ſuppoſe the Fathers to 
have been Cheats or whether you ſuppoſe them 
to have been Credulous ; and fo it is as to his 
grand Concluſion, that no Miracles were wrought 
after the Apoſtles Times. But it is not ſo as to 
the Characters of the Men; it is not ſo as to the 
Particular Argument now under Conſideration, 
which bears with all its Force, upon the Suppo- 
ſition, that the Fathers of the fourth Century re: 
ported Miracles in a bold Defiance of Truth, af. = 
firming as true, either what they had forged them- : 
ſelves, or what they new to be forged ; which = 
he thinks they would not have done unleſs they 2 
had been gradually led to it by Cuſtom, and the p 
Example of former Times, and 2 long Experi- 
ence of what the Credulity and Superſtition of 
the Multitude would bear. An honeſt Man has 7 
no Occaſion to conſider what the Credulity and 
Superſtition of the Multitude will or will nat bear; 1 
but Knaves have. It is to be ſuppoſed then that 27 
theſe Fathers were Knaves, or the Argument can 
not ſtand, But ſhould it not have been proved, as YZ 
well as ſuppoſed, that theſe Fathers reported falſe A6 
Miracles, not out of Credulity, but downright _ 
Knavery; not as believing them to be true, but 
as knowing them to be forged? Perhaps he ex, 
pects we ſhould wait for the Proof till his lage 
g Work comes out. With all my Heart: But then - 
„ in the mean time he muſt give up his previouůs 
Argument as a mere Impertinence. The pre- 
vious Argument, 1 ſuppoſe, is offered, in aid of tze 
principal Evidence, or I know not what he means = 
by it. It ought therefore to have ſome footing E | 
of ite αNhõÜto ſtand upon; which it cannot wage? F 
= e ER +] 
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il it takes pro concęſſo, the very Thing which the 


principal Evidence is to prove. 


But there is ſomething ſo curious in this Argu- 


ment, that it deſerves to be purſued a little far- 


ther. It proceeds thus. The Fathers of the 
fourth Century, with ſurprizing Confidence, re- 
ort Miracles as done in their Time which were 
mpoſtures. But it is not natural to think, that 


they would have had this Aſſurance, if they had 


not had the Examples of former Times to con- 


vince them how much the Credulity and Super- 


ſtition of the Multitude would bear. Therefore 


the Miracles reported to have been done in thoſe 
former Times, muſt be Impoſtures likewiſe. If 


the Argument proves any thing it is this; that 


falſe Miracles never could have had a Beginning 
in any Age; for to ſay that they had a 
Beginning. ſuppoſes a Period antecedently to 
which they were ut; which yet is impoſſible 


to be ſuppoſed, if there is no Reaſon in ſup- 


poſing that an Impoſtor ſhould give out Re- 


ports of ſuch Miracles, unleſs he has had the Ex- 


ample of former Times, to ſhew him how much 
the Credulity and Superſtition of the Multitude 
will bear. But, pray, let me aſk this Reaſoner ; 
Suppoſe it can be ſhewn (as it is very eaſy to be 
. ſhewn) that the Fathers of the ſ&ond and third 


Centuries have reported (as he will ſay, falſe) 
Miracles as done in their Times, with the ſame 


Confidence, that the Fathers of the fourth Century 
have reported them as done in theirs ; will it not 
follow by his Logic, that in like manner as the 
fourth Century was prepared to receive the Im- 


poſtures of that Age, by the Impoſtures of the 


ſecond and third, ſo the ſecond and third Cen- 


Wrics were alſo prepared to admit the Impoſtures 
„ 5 of 


18 OBSERVATIONS. _ 
of thoſe Ages by the Impoſtures of the Firſt ? If 
the Author can ſee any Diſtinction in the two 
Caſes, I defire him to ſhew what it is. If there 

is none, he has but one Choice in the Concluſion. 
He muſt renounce his Argument, or he muſt re- 

ject the Goſpel, which, after having ſtood the 
Teſt of ſo many Ages, [ truſt is not to be ſhaken 

by better Arguments than this. 1 
The Author goes on, and fays : If we com- 1 

« pare the principal Fathers of the fourth with : 

<« thoſe of the earlier Ages, we ſhall obſerve the 4 
« fame Characters of Zeal and Piety in them all! 
but more Learning, more Judgment, and leſs MW 
Credulity in the later Fathers. If theſe then : 
be found, either to have forged Miracles, Oc. 

« —it will naturally excite in us the ſame Suſpt- 
N of their Predeceſſors; who in the ſame 1 

„ Cauſe, and with the ſame Zeal, were less 
learned, and more credulous, and in greater 

« need of ſuch Arts, for their Defence and Se- 

e curity *,” I cannot cafily underſtand how 

Piety, and a bold Defiance of ſacred Truth can 
ſtand together in the ſame Character; nor can I 
Tee ſufficient Ground to ſay, that the Fathers of 
the ſecond and third Centuries were more credu- 1 

lous than the Fathers of the fourth. But this! 
ſee, that thoſe who are thus perſuaded, may as bf 
_ eaſily fancy that the Fathers of the firſt Century 
Were more credulous than all of them; and the 
Inferences which may be drawn from thence in 

derogation of the Authority of the Miracles, re 

ported to have been wrought by Chrif? and his 11 
Apoſtles, are very obvious. But above all Things, 8 
Tam ſurprized at the Author's Pretenſion, tat 
the Fathers of the earlier Ages had greater nec! 
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of the Arts of falſe Miracles for their Defence 
and Security, than the later Fathers had. They 
had, if you pleaſe, greater need of true Miracles 


to ſupport the Credit of the Goſpel; which cir- 


cumſtance may be admitted as ſtrengthening the 
Credibility of any proper Evidence, which ap- 
pears in the Records of thoſe Times, to prove 


that Miracles really were wrought. But it can 


afford no ſort of Preſumption, that the Chriſti- 


ans of thoſe Times forged Miracles. What 


ſhould they forge them for? why, to make 
Proſelytes bo that Faith which expoſed them to 
all their Sufferings. Is this what the Author calls 


_ uſing Arts, for their Defence and Security! 


Common Senſe would rather lead us to argue 
thus; that as the Chriſtians in theſe Ages, 
gave (or were ready to give) the fame Evi- 
dence of their ſteddy Adherence to the Truth 
that Chriſ and his Apoſtles gave, though the 


Miracles reported-to have been \ wrought | in thoſe 


Times, may not be of equal Authority with thoſe 


_ wrought by Gris and his Apoſtles, becauſe in | 
other "Reſpefts they ſtand upon Proofs of an in- 


icrior Nature; yet ſurely it ought to ſecure ſuch 


Reporters from the Charge of Fraud and Impo- 
ture, for which indeed there does not appear to 


be any Foundation in Tat in the Han of 


: thoſe (or even * later) Times. 


It is remarkable what St. Auſtin ſays of the Miracles re- 


corded by himſelf, wiz. that © wherever they were wrought 
they were known but by a few, and that when they were 
_ © told to others by thoſe who were Witneſſes of them, they 


did not come with that Authority as to be believed without 
Doubt or Difficulty.” Hæc, abicungue frunt, 704 ſciuntur, | 


wx atota ipſa Civitate =—— nam plerumgue ttiam ibi paucifſimi 


ſciunt ct guando alibi aliiſque narrantur, non tanta ea com- 
mendat ane, ut fine d ificultat vel ee credantur. 


It 
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40 OBSERVATIONS. 
His laſt Argument is, that © as the perſonal 
c Characters of the earlier Fathers gave them no 
« Advantage over their Succeſſors: So neither 
« does the Character of the earlier Ages afford 
* any real Cauſe of Preference, as to the Point 
ce of their Integrity, above the later For there 
never was any Period of Time in all Eccleſia- 
« ſtical Hiſtory, in which ſo many rank Hereſies 
« were publickly profeſſed, nor in which fo many 
% ſpurious Books were forged and publiſhed by 1 
<« the Chriſtians under the Names of Chrif and tge 
«© Apoſtles, and the Apoſtolic Writers, as in thoſe + 
Primitive Ages; ſeveral of which forged Books s 
6 arc frequently cited and applied to the Defence 1 
of Chriſtianity, by the moſt eminent Fathers of 
the ſame Ages, as true and genuine Pieces, and = | 
of equal Authority with the Scriptures tem: 
_ « ſelves. And no Man ſurely can doubt but 
that thoſe who would rather forge or make ule = 
of forged Books, would in the ſame Cauſe, . $H 
ce and for the ſame Ends, make uſe of forged - 
«© Miracles .“ The Author here ſays, that he E 
moſt eminent Fathers of the firſt Ages cited for 
ed Books, as true and genuine Pieces, and of equa! 
Authority with the Scriptures themſelves. And 
a little after he ſays, that “ many ſpurious Books 
were forged in the earlieſt times of the Church, 
in the Names of Chri/t and his Apoſtles, which 
** paſſed upon all the Fathers as Genuine and 2 
dine through ſeveral ſucceſſive Ages . I BM 
think the Gentleman 18 miſtaken. I know * 1 


OEM) 5 
5 
} * 


If this 455 not commend t. duſtin's 8 in believing 1 
all the Miracles he has reported, it beſpeaks him to have ben 
Fincere and Bonet. Iurosroks are not wont to talk in this 
open manner. . . 
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OBSERVATIONS. at 
ſome canonical Books which, for ſome time, were 
not uni verſally accepted as genuine; and there 
may have been others, admitted by fome as ge- 
nuine, but generally rejected as ſpurious. But I 

know of no Book not canonical, which paſſed 
upon ALL the Fathers as genuine and divine, 
THROUGH SEVERAL SUCCESSIVE Aces. Nor 
does it follow, that becauſe ſome of the Fathers 
cited ſpurious Pieces, therefore they were held in 
—- the ſame rank with the Scriptures themſelves 
But what is all this to the Purpoſe? Really I do 
= not ſee. Herefies were publickly profeſſed. But 
who were the Herefarchs? Not the Fathers. 
Spurious Books were forged and publiſhed. Who 
were the Forgers and Publiſhers ? Not the Fa- 
- thers. But the Fathers received theſe Forgeries 
1 as true and genuine Pieces; and it is aſked, might 
they not be as eaſily impoſed upon by falſe Mi- 
= racles as by falſe Books? Who doubts it? And 
be it granted, for Arguments ſake, that as they _ 
admitted ſome Books as genuine, which, upon 
ſtricter Search, were found tobe ſpurious ; ſo they 
alſo admitted ſome Miracles, which were not 
ſufficiently well atteſted. How will this help to 
ſupport his general Concluſion, that vo Miracles 
were wrought in thoſe Ages ? Does the Author 
_ Pretend that ALL the Books received in the Chri- 
_ Rain Church in thoſe Ages were ſpurious? No; 
W | he tells us that © the Apoſtolic Writings were of 
1 = *<* high Authority; and ſays that © as the Zeal 
f = *< with which they were ſought for by all 
Churches, was the Motive which excited ſome 
1g "= *<* of the ableſt and moſt learned of the Chriſtians, 
_—_ to take the Pains of forging and vending ſuch 
Books under thoſe falſe Titles; ſo the great 
= * Z#ame and Succeſs of the Apoſtolic Miracles, 
2 J 1 ID TE . would 
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22 OBSERVATIONS. 
4 would naturally excite ſome alſo of the moſt 
„ crafty, when the Apoſtles themſelves were 


« dead, to attempt ſome jugling Tricks in Imita- 


< fin of them *,” What does the Author 


know of the Abilities, Learning, or Religion of 
theſe Forpers of Boots? He calls them Chriſtians; 
and they might paſs under that Name as the an- 


cient Hereticks did; to whom, moſt probably, the 


Church was indebted for theſe Forgeries. But 

the Queſtion I would ask is this: Why, if (the 
Corruptions of the Age notwithſtanding) among 
theſe forged Books there were ſome genuine Pieces, 


is it not as natural to ſuppoſe, that among theſe 
Juggling Tricks, (as he calls them) there might 


have been ſome real Miracles? It is farther 
worth remarking, that this Paſſage abſolutely 
deſtroys his Argument, by which he endeavours 
to diſgrace the Miracles of the earlier Ages, from 
the ſuppoſed Forgeries of the fourth Century. We 
have afore been told, that the Forgeries of the 
fourthCentury could never have had a Being, if the 


World had not been prepared for them by the 


Forgeries of the preceding Ages. But ao, it 
| ſeems, he has found out, that an Age of In- 
' poſtures, may ariſe immediately out of an Age of 
true Miracles, by way of Imitation. There is 
Senſe in this Way of accounting for the Riſe of 

Impoſtures ; and, I believe, that if there had 


never been any true Miracles, we ſhould not have 
heard of falſe ones, But if this way of reaſoning 


be admitted, his Argument is gone: For it is 
Juſt as natural to ſuppoſe, that the Fame and Sue- 


ceſs of true Miracles in the third Century, might 
give riſe to the Impoſtures of the fourth; as that 
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the Fame and Succeſs of true Miracles in the firſt 


Century gave rife to the Impoſtures of the ſecond. 


I beg the Author's Pardon, if I miſtake him, 
in ſuppoſing, that he admits the Apoſtolic Writ- 
ings, as Genuine, and the Hiſtory of the Mi- 


racles which they contain to be true. The Paſ- 


ſage does not ſay whether the Fame and Succeſs 


of the one, and the high Authority of the other, 
were owing to the force of Truth, or the Frauds 


of Impoſtors; and there is ſomething that 


looks odd, when he ſays (and brings Heathen 


Writers to vouch) that Simplicity and Credulity 
were the diſtinguiſping Characters of the firſt Apes, 
and repreſents thoſe artful Pretenders, who (as 
he ſays) iſinuated themſelves into private Houſes 


to play their jugling Tricks, as having been able 
to maintain their Ground, THROUGH THE THREE 
firſt Centuries, I think this is reckoning the firſt 


Century among the Ages of Impoſture as well as 


the /econd and the third; and perhaps ſome Per- 
ſons will not find it very eaſy to comprehend, 


that if the World was ſo very credulous immedi- 
ately after the Death of the Apoſtles, it ſhould have 


been a great deal leſs fo in the Apoſtolic Times 
themſelves But that which determined me to 
the Senſe I have taken, is, what he plainly and 
explicitly ſays in the next Page, viz. that * The 
Miracles of Chriſt and his Apoſtles carry the 


© cleareſs Marks of Sincerity, being wrought 
for an End highly worthy of the Interpoſi- 


tion of the Deity, and by the Miniſtry of 
mean and ſimple Men, in the open View of 


* the People, —and delivered to us by Eye Wit- 


_ © neſſes whoſe honeſt Characters exclude the Suſ- 
picion of Fraud, and whoſe Kowledge of the 


Facts whichr they relate, ſcarce admit of the 
| & Proba- 
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« Probability of a Miſtake .** I ſhalb (till, the 
contrary appears) accept this frank Declaration 


in favour of Chriſtianity, as Proof, that in this 


Puſh againſt the Fathers, he does not mean to 


impeach Chrif and his Apoſtles ; though I con- 


feſs, I ſhould have done it with more Satisfa- 


cCtion, if he had ſhewn, that as his Charge ſtops 


with the Fathers, his Arguments ſtop there too. 
Upon the whole, I hope it appears, that this 
Introductory Diſcourſe, advances NOTHING in 


ſupport of the Author's general Concluſion, that 

there were no Miracles in the Church after the 
Days of the Apoſtles, but leaves the Queſtion _ 

juſt as it found it. There is but one way of ſa- 


tisfying the Publick upon this Point, and that is, 


to produce the particular [nftances of Miracles 
reported by the ancient Fathers, as wrought in 


their Times, and ſhewing, that they are not ſup- 


ported by credible Evidence. This (as I under- 


ſtand) is to be the Purpoſe of his Larger Work ; 


and if he can effectually detect the Frauds and | 
Forgeries of thoſe Writers, or by any Inſtances 
of Fa#, diſcredit their Teſtimonies, he has a 
Right to publiſh his Diſcoveries. But to ſcatter 
_ weak Surmiſes, and raiſe Prejudices before the 


Evidence is heard, is not very fair, and hath 
more the Appearance of an Experiment to try 
(as he ſays) what the Publick will bear, than of 


Conkdence in the Juſtice of the Cauſe he has un- 


dertaken. 


But fince he has thought fit to offer his Sufe- 
picions on one Side of the Queſtion, I may have 
Liberty, I hope, to offer one Preſumption on the 


other, which I take to be a great deal better 


founded. It is what our Saviour ſaid to his Apo- 
ſtles, Wien he gave them Commiſſion to go into 


all 
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all the World and preach the Goſpel to every Crea- 
ture. — And theſe Signs ſhall follow them tbat 
believe; in my Name ſhall they caſt out Devils; 
they ſpall ſpeak with new Tongues; they ſhalt 
tale up Serpents; and if they drink any deadly 
Thing, it fhall not hurt them; they ſhall lay Hands 
on the Sick, and they ſhall recover. Mark. xvi. 17. 
It will be obſerved, that this Promiſe was not 
made to the Apoſtles perſonally, but to them 
that ſhould believe through their E with- 
out any limitation of the Time for the Continu- 
ance of theſe Powers to their Days. And when 
it is conſidered, how great a Part of the Heathen 
World remained unconverted after their Days, 
it is no unreaſonable Suppoſition, that theſe Pow- 
ers did not expire with the Apoſtles, but were 
continued to their Succeſſors in the Work of pro- 
pagating the Goſpel. How long I ſay not, and 
perhaps there is not Light enough left in Hiſtory 
to ſettle this Point; as indeed it nothing concerns 
us. But the earlieſt Fathers unanimouſly affirm, 
that theſe Powers ſubſiſted in the Church in heir 
Times, and why they are not to be believed, it 
is the Author's Buſineſs to ſhew. The Fathers, 
at preſent, are in Poſſeſſion, and they have a 
Right to keep it till their Title is difproved. 
I have but one Word more to offer at preſent, - 
and that ſhall relate to the Connection there is 
between this Queſtion, and the Controverſy be- 
_ tween Proteftants and the Church of Rome. The 
Author (as we have ſeen) ſet out with telling us, 
that the giving up all the Miracles except thoſe 
of the Scriptures, is not only ſeful but even 
neceſſary to the Defence of Chriſtianity, as it 
ought always to be defended} in Proteſtant 
VF 7J77³Ü˙ ᷣ Churehes 3 
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Churches; and he tells us towards the cloſe of 


his Book, that “ by granting but a ſingle Age 
« of M iracles, after the Times of the Apoſtles, 


e ſhall be entangled in a Series of Diffi- 
„ culties, whence we can never fairly extricate 
„ ourſelves, till we allow the ſame Powers alſo 


< to the preſent Age.” What are theſe Diffi- 


caities the Gentleman is afraid of? I ſee none. 
| Surely ! we may be juſtified in admitting, that 
Miracles were wrought in the ſecond or third 
Century, without being obliged to receive the 
Popiſb Legends; for I cannot by any Means be of 


the Author's Opinion that if the Miracles of 


one Age be true or falſe, the Miracles of another 
Age (either upwards or downward) mult there- 
fore be ſo too. I think that every Age muſt 
ſtand upon its own Baſis, and when our Author 
has proved that the Writers (we will ſay) of the 
ſixth, ſeventh, and following Centuries, deſerve 
as much credit as the Writers of the ſecond or 
third, it will be time enough to take this Matter 
into farther Conſideration. In the mean while, 


there is one Thing that very much merits his At- 


_ tention, viz, of what Service it can be to the 
| Proteſtant Cauſe, to take ſo much Pains as he has 
taken to leſſen the Credit of Primitive Antiquity, 
and to put Popery in Poſſeſſion of as much ot it as 
_ poſh bly he could, and more, perhaps, than Popery 
can in juftice challenge. Our firſt Reformers, 

_ thought it to their Purpoſe, to throw the Weight 

_ of, Antiquity on their Side fo far as the Truth of 
Hiſtory would allow. This Writer thinks it of 
no Conſequence in the World, whether Anti- 
quity is with or 4 againſt us; for which his Pre- 
tence md 3855 Our e with — Papiſts} / 
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OBSERVATIONS. 27 
& is, not how ancient, but how true their Do- 
« qrines and Practices are: And if they are not 


6 derived from Chriſt or his Apoſtles, nor found- 
« ed in the Holy Scriptures, it is y indif- 


« ferent to us Proteſtants from what Age they 


<« drew their Birth, whether it was from the four 

« fx} or the four 140 Centuries of the Church“. 
His Premiſes are right, but his Concluſion is 
wrong. The Queſtion is, what Cbriſt or his 


Abpoltles taught, or (which is the ſame Thing) 
what is the Scripture Doctrine? But it follows, 
not from hence, that it is a Matter wholly in- 
different from what Age the Popiſh Doctrines 


drew their Birth, whether from the earlieſt or 


the /ateft Ages; becauſe, the Senſe and Practice 
of the Church in the Times neareſt the Apoſtles 


form a ſtrong preſumptive Evidence to determine 


that Queſtion. For Inſtance; Chrif, w en he in- 


ſtituted the Sacrament, ſaid, his is my » Body. n 
this is my Blood. The Queſtion between us and 
the Church of Rome is, in what Senſe ' theſe 
Words were {poke ; and if it could be made ap- 
pear that the Popiſp Senſe of Tranſulſtantiation was 


the unanimous, current, Doctrine of the ſecond 
Century, it could ſcarce be doubted, but it was 
the Doctrine alſo of the Fr; and it would be 
more natural for Unbelievers to lay hold of this, 


as an Objection againſt the Goſpel, than ealy for 


45 to anſwer it. But the Caſe will not be the 


fame, if it can be ſhewn, that this Doctrine drew 


its Birth from later Ages, as ſuppoſe four, five, 


or fix hundred Years after Christ; becaule in 
every Age and every part of an Age, as you re- 
move downward from the original Source, the 


Preſupmtion grows weaker, till at laſt it comes to 
VV wander 
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Christ and his Apoſtles; but Time works great 
Changes; and in many Inſtances, Things ſo dege- 


nerate by Degrees from what they were at their firſt 


Inſtitution, as hardly to preſerve a Reſemblance. 
This reaſoning will hold in all other Points 
of Difference between us and the Church of Rome, 
as well as in this one; and it was upon this Prin- 
ciple, that our Reformers thought it to their Pur- 


poſe, to challenge as much of Antiquity to tem- 


as they could find Authorities to juſtify from the 
Writings of the ancient Fathers; not meaning 


(as this Author ſurmiſes) to sUPPLyY Doctrines 
from them, in which the Scriptures are thought 


' DEFECTIVE ; or to advance the Primitive Tra- 


ditions to a PARITY with Apoſtolic Precepts, as 


 aſcribing the ſame Girrs and Powers to the Holy 


Fathers, and to the College of the Apoſiles ®. No; 
if the Fathers had Apoſtolic Gifts and Powers, 
dur Reformers conſidered them (as all Men of 
Senſe conſider them) to have been given in 
Confirmation of their Doctrines, not as theirs, 
but as the Apoftolic Doctrines. They gave them 
no Authority, but the ſame Authority which 
this Writer himſelf + gives them (how confiſtent- 
; 8 + P. 57. And Dr. Vaterland. of whom he complains ſo 
heavily, had no other Notion of Antiquity than this. So 


far is he from advancing the Primitive Traditions to a PAR 
ITY with Apo/tolick Precepts, or putting Antiquity UPON A 


. 4. 


LEVIZIL with rhe Scriptnre, as this Writer charges him, P. 


47, 41. that on the contrary he expreſsly ſays, that An- 
** tiquity ought to attend as A HANDMAID to Scripture; to 


nothing. It is not Natural to think, that Chri- 
ſtians immediately departed from the Precepts of 
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ly 1 fay not) the Authority of Witneſſes to the 


Doctrines received, and the Uſages that pre- 


vailed in their Times, and from thence formed 
a Preſumption, what Doctrines or Practices were 
or were not A poſtolical. Whether this was mak- 
ing a reaſonable Uſe of the Fathers, or this Writer 
is rather to be commended, who di ſdains all Aid 


to tlie Proteſtant Cauſe from heir Teſtimony, 
let reaſonable Men judge, But I am extremely 


apprehenſive, that the Papiſts will think it for 
their Advantage to accept of the high Rank he 
has given them in Eccleſtiaſtical Antiquity, without 
troubling themſelves about his Cenſures of the 
Fathers, which indeed (ſo far at leaſt as appears 
at preſent) are of very little Conſideration. 


wait upon her as HER Mi1sTREss, and to obſerve her.” 
Indortance P. 361. And if you aſk bow, or to what Pur- 
poſe; he tells you, P. 305. that it is as a proper Means, 
or Help, for the asCERTAIxNING the true and full 


„ Mzaninc of ſacred Writ, and for preſerving 1h E Do- 
**©CTRINES of CYR18T;” upon which Hinge his whole Ac- 


count of the Uſe of Primitive Antiquity turns. 'The'Paſſages 
which our Author has cited from him in Support of Nis 
Charge, are nothing to the Purpoſe; and (what is more) iſthey 
had been quoted fairly with other Paſſages, - with which 
they ſtand connected, would have been ſeen to bear di- 
rectly againſt him: And, in truth, his whole Harangue 
about the Scriptures being e Rule of Faith, and his 
Charge upon the preſent Clergy as acting inconfiiently with 
this Principle, and“ carrying the Credit of Eccleſiaſtical An- 
** tiquity, to an heighth that muſt needs alarm all ſerious 


* Proteſtants, as tending to throw us again, into the Arms of 


_ © the Remifb Church” (which take up the twelve laſt Pages 
of his Book) is nothing elſe but one, thorough, Impertinency 
from the Beginning to the End of it. He either does not un- 
derſtand (what he writes about) the Senſe of the preſent Clergy, 
or he willfully miſrepreſents it. To what EA this is to ſerve, 
1 w_ DE e y But certainly whatever be the Faults 
of the pre/ent Set of Clergy, paying too much regard to Ec- 
 ehfiaſtical Antiquitys, is ol. one of . ag | . 


have 
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I have offered theſe Obſervations, not to take 
the Work out of the Hands of thoſe learned 
Gentlemen, who are more immediately concern- 
ed in this Controverſy ; but to obtain irom the 
Publick, on their Behalf, and on the Behalf of 
the ancient Fathers of the Church, a Suſpenſion of 
Judgment, till the Cauſe has had a fair Hearing 
on both Sides. And if our Author be diſpoſed 
to make a proper Uſe of the Hints here given, 

they may, perhaps, help ſomething towards di- 
recting him in the Choice of his Materials for Fl 
his LARGER Work, to which I now leave him, _ 
and ſhall diſmiſs the Reader (who may, per- 1 
haps, feel ſome Apprebenſions in regard to Chri:! 
ſtianity from this Attempt) ) with cheſe few gene- 
ral Reflections. ==, 
In the firſt place, there is a great Difference be- 'Y 

tween the Miracles wrought by Christ and his ' 
' Apoſtles, and the Miracles of later Ages ; as in ; 
Point of Importance, fo alſo in point of Evidence. 

TheFirſt were to be the Foundation of the Faith 
of all Ages, and therefore the Providence of God 
| hath provided that they ſhould be recorded to us, 
under the ſtrongeſt Chovmſtndces of CrediBlity, 1 

in the Writings of the Apoſtles. The laſt, however, 
for the Time, they might be uſeful or neceſſary, 
were not themſelves the Foundation of the Faith, = 
even of thoſe Ages in which they were wrought, == 
but dire#ed them to that Foundation which haas 

been laid by Chrif and his Apaſtles, When the 
_ Apoſtles ed, the whole Syſtem of Faith wass 
ſealed up as compleat and perfect; and as no otber 4 
Faith was afterwards to be admitted; ſo, if no 
Miracles had afterwards been wrought, the Foun- 
dation would have been equally ſecure. | The old 
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Miracles (as Dr. Claget ſays) are ſufficient for the 
21d Doctrines; nor had the new ones any other Re- 


lation to the Truth of Chriſtianity, than as they 


were a vi/ible Teſtimony to thoſe Ages of THAT 


Power which ſubſiſted in CHRIS and his Apo- 


SLES; in Purſuance of whoſe Promiſe, and in Con- 


firmation of whoſe Doctrines, they were wrought. - 
Conſider now the Diſparity of Evidence. Christ 
confirmed all his Miracles, by that one great 

Miracle of all, his T, from the Dead. Of 

this Fact the Apoſtles were Eye-witnefſes, and 
were to teſtify it throughout the World; and they 
did fo, at the Peril of their Lives, which is the 


greateſt Pledge that human Faith can give; Gop 


alſo confirmingtheir Teſtimony, by the Signs and 


Wonders which he wrought by their Hands. But 


ch laid down his Life in Teſtimony to any Mi- 
racle wrought in after Ages? No body. Martyrs 
there were in After- ages; but they were not Mar- 
tyrs to neww Miracles, but to the Chriſtian Faith, 
as it ſtood upon the Miracles wrought by Chrig 
and his Apoſtles (and eſpecially, and above all, 
the great Miracle of Chrif?s * ResurRRECTION). 
which they would have maintained if no new Mi- 

racle had ever been wrought, When Miracles are 
offered to eſtabliſh a Religion az firſt which af- 


fects the Intereſts of Men in the tendereſt Points, 


every Sentiment of Nature conſpires to put us upon 
our Guards and to watch againſt Impoſtures with 
the utmoſt Caution; and this, no doubt, the firſt 
Believers did, But when, the Faith once eſtabliſbed 
Miracles were to ſerve only as a concurrent Te- 
80 St.- Auftin expreſdy; who concludes his Catalogue of li. 
Tacles thus : * Cui nifi nuie FID EI atteſtantur iſta miracula. 
7 in qua prædicatur Chriſtus x ESURRKExXISsSE in Carne & in 
Cælum aſcendiſſe cum carne? Nam et ipſi Martyres nu us 
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ings of the Fathers you ſhould find ſome Things 


upon ſlender Authority, Say the very worlt you 
can fay (and more, I am perſuaded, than will ever 


as one Miracle upon Record ſince the Days of the 
Apoſtles, that is ſufficiently atteſted ; what has 
_ Chriſtianity to do with this? Nothing; for Chri- 


this Diſpute; which is, as the Credit of the an- 
cient Fathers may be affected by it. If you ſup- 


in theſe Reports, it will come to but little; becauſe 


for which we want them. And let it be remem- 
bered, that we want not their Judgment but their 
Integrity. We admit them, not as authoritative 


may be, though in ſome Points ſuperſtitious and 


may be judged by Mr, Dodæuell's Account of the Miracles of 
the three firſt Centuries, in his ſecond Diſſertation upon Ire - 
nau, Which. I ſhould have repreſented to the Fagliſb Rea- 
der, if it had fallen within the Compaſs of my preſent Deſign: z , 
Which is, not to enter into the Merits of 6 
remove Prejudices. The Author is the Aggreſſor. He has 
laid the Charge againſt the Fathers; and upon HI it lies to 
produce the £wideace, And whenever he will perform his 


that this is an Account of Mere Fictions only; I make 


ſtimony; as there was not Reaſon for equal Cau- 
tion, ſo you are not to wonder, if in the Writ- 


of this ſort, that may ſeem to have been taken up 


be * proved to be true) that there is not ſo much 


ſtianity ſtands (as we have ſeen) not upon ne] 
Miracles, but upon the old ones. There is one 
Senſe, in which Chriſtianity may be affected by 
poſe them to have been only hafty' and credulous 


they may yet competently ſerve for all the Uſes 5 


Teachers, but as faithful Witneſſes ; and this they 


100 eaſy of Belief ; for if every Hiſtory is to be re- 


„How likely it is that the Author ſhould give Proof of this 


e Cauſe, but to 


Promiſe, and evince by particular Fats and Teftimonies 
na doubt but his Fachs and Teſtimonies will have due Regard 
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: jected as tothe main Body and Subſtance of it, which 
ports /ome Facts of doubtful Authority, I know 


ot what Hiſtory can ſtand, It is not to be doubt- 


, but that the ſuperſtitious Reverence paid to 
be holy Martyrs in the fourth and fifth Centuries, 
ue Riſc to a Variety of Superſtitions, about the 


ie of their Bones and Reliques. And are not 
Joch kind of Superſtitions common in all Ages? 
o not all Hiſtories abound with the Superſti- 
Joons of the Times in which they were. written, 


Which yet, for the principal Matters they con- 
ain, are not the worſe thought of? — But if 
could be proved, that the Fathers were IPO 
rose and Foxcers of LIESs, the Conſequences 

ray go a great way; and when the Author has 
de good this Charge, it may be neceſſary to con- 
acer them. In the mean time as he is not conſtant 
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4 „n; but (like ſome other great Authors of late) 
ppens to be a little miſtaken in his Method of 
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this Point, but varies his Charge as the Hu- 


our varies; the Reader may take Heart, and 
Nader very comfortable Hopes, that Chriſtianity 
A Ground) fit down and 
ear, what this learned Gentleman has farther to 
==) ; who, without doubt, is exceedingly well 


ay, at laſt, maintain its 


iſpoſed to Chriſtianity, and the Proteſtant Rel:- 
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